Unfortunately, in their foreword the editors explain that Eustachius' respectful views of his learned predecessors were due to the compulsion of the Church: "Dissent from the teachings of Galen could lead to investigation by the Inquisition, with its implied threat of torture and execution" (p. vi). Not only is this terribly mistaken, it leads to the editors making misleading comparisons between Eustachius and people like Leonardo da Vinci, Gabriele Fallopio, and of course Vesalius, who were "bolder". Clearly Eustachius was not happy with fashionable put-downs of the ancients. "After all, everyone will realize that I have set myself the same goal, namely, to preserve the authority of the ancient writers, as long as it conforms to the truth, and to strengthen these writers' reputations" (unpaginated dedication). But as he explains further, he himself sometimes disagrees with other physicians and philosophers when they have erred, setting things right not to obtain personal glory but to stimulate others to make additional investigations. Perhaps this volume will provide a similar inspiration, despite the errors of the editors.
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This book is the story of Alice Stewart, the pioneer epidemiologist whose work on radiation hazards made her the bane of many radiologists, the nuclear industry, and its regulatory authorities. In 1956, at a time when doctors routinely X-rayed pregnant women, she published the first epidemiological study that suggested that a single prenatal diagnostic X-ray-far below what was regarded as safe at the timedoubled a child's risk of developing cancer. Yet her findings were dismissed for years by radiologists who continued to administer routine X-rays to pregnant women until at least the 1970s. Similarly, her finding that low doses of radiation in the US weapons industry were far more dangerous than official estimates suggested was dismissed by the nuclear industry and the international regulatory committees that set safety standards. As Gayle Greene notes, no one disputed that high doses of radiation were hazardous, but Stewart was one of a few scientists arguing for the dangers of low doses. Her work led her to suggest that the data on Japanese atomic bomb survivors, a key source of knowledge about radiation health effects, was not a good measure for predicting the health of nuclear workers, who were exposed in small increments, not in one major incident. Indeed, she claimed that studies of the bomb survivors-today managed by the joint US/Japanese
